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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . It is hereby acknowledged that the following papers have been received and placed of 
record in the file: Amendment dated September 29, 2006. 

2. Claims 1-16 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-4, 7-10, 12-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Applicant's Admitted Prior Art from the original specification and drawings filed on February 
26, 2002, hereinafter AAPA, in view of Morimoto, and Watts, US Patent 6336161. 

5. In re claim 1, AAPA discloses a power supply control method in a system [fig.2] in 
which a power supply control device [e.g., 1 12, 122] is provided for each of a plurality of 
information processing devices [e.g., Ill, 121] connected to a network, comprising: 

• A representative information processing device [1 1 1] of the plurality of information 
processing devices issuing, according to a predetermined power-up/down schedule of 
said representative information processing device and other information processing 
devices, a power-up instruction to each power supply control device of the other 
information processing devices upon each activation [pg.7, 11.10-17]. 

• Instructing each of the other information processing devices to perform a power-down 
process [pg.7, 11.1-5]. 
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6. AAPA did not disclose notifying each of the other information processing devices of a 
next power-up date and time, having each power supply control device enter a next power-up 
date and time and performing a power-up process when the entered power-up date and time 
comes; and did not disclose explicitly entering a next power-up date and time each time a power- 
down date and time comes [i.e., when to enter], 

7. Morimoto discloses a power supply control method in a system [fig. 17] in which a power 
supply control device [e.g., 112, 1 14] is provided for each of a plurality of information 
processing devices [e.g., 624, 625] connected to a network, comprising: 

• A representative information processing device [600] of the plurality of information 
processing devices. 

• Notifying each of the other information processing devices of a next power-up date and 
time and having each power supply control device enter a next power-up date and time 
[col. 13, 1.62 -col. 14, 1.22]. 

• Each power supply control device of said other information processing devices 
performing a power-up process when the entered power-up date and time comes [col. 5, 
11.18-24]. 

8. Watts discloses a power supply control method in a system [fig. 1], comprising having 
each power supply control device enter system data [next power-up date and time] each time a 
power-down mode [date and time] comes [fig. 2a]. 

9. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of 
AAPA, Morimoto and Watts before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the 
system taught by AAPA to include the teachings of Morimoto, as the distributed computing 
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architecture capable of preventing single point failure is well known and suitable for use with 
AAPA; and include the teachings Watts, as the saving of system data [e.g., next power-up date 
and time] prior to power-down to capture the most updated data is well known and suitable for 
use with AAPA. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make such a 
combination as it provides a way to efficiently operate a system of a plurality of information 
processing devices [Morimoto: col.l, 1.6 - col. 2, 1.1 1; distributed computing enables load 
balancing and other efficient operations] and safely restore the states of an information 
processing device after power-down [Watts: col. 2, 11.38-49]. 

10. In re claim 2, AAPA, Morimoto and Watts disclose each and every limitation as 
discussed above in reference to claim 1 . AAPA further discloses, issuing a power-down 
instruction to each of the other information processing device each time a power-down date and 
time comes [pg.7, 11.1-5]. 

11. As to claims 3-4 and 10, Morimoto discloses, wherein said power-up date and time given 
to each of said power supply control devices of said other information processing devices is 
obtained by any of said information processing devices or each of said other information 
processing devices adding an arbitrary margin to a power-up date and time in said predetermined 
power-up/down schedule [col. 13, 11.50-54; arbitrary zero margin added to default]. 

12. As to claims 7-8 and 12, Morimoto discloses, wherein said power-up instruction or 
power-down instruction is sequentially issued at predetermined startup intervals [schedule] or 
power-down intervals [col. 12, 11.11-21, 11.33-55]. 
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13. In re claim 9, AAPA, Morimoto and Watts disclose each and every limitation as 
discussed above in reference to claim 1 . AAPA, Morimoto and Watts disclose the method of 
operating the apparatus; therefore, AAPA, Morimoto and Watts disclose the apparatus. 

14. In re claim 13, AAPA, Morimoto and Watts disclose each and every limitation as 
discussed above in reference to claim 1 . AAPA, Morimoto and Watts disclose the method of 
operating the device; therefore, AAPA, Morimoto and Watts disclose the device. 

15. In re claim 14, AAPA, Morimoto and Watts disclose each and every limitation as 
discussed above in reference to claim 1. AAPA, Morimoto and Watts disclose the method; 
therefore, AAPA, Morimoto and Watts disclose the program realizing the functions of the 
method. 

16. In re claim 15, AAPA, Morimoto and Watts disclose each and every limitation as 
discussed above in reference to claim 1 . Morimoto discloses receiving a computer program 
stored in a computer data signal embodied in a carrier wave to perform the method [col. 4, 11.35- 
41]. 

17. Claims 5-6 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over AAPA, 
Morimoto and Watts as applied to claims 1, 2 and 9 above, and farther in view of Sugahara et al., 
European Publication 0936532, hereinafter Sugahara. 

18. AAPA, Morimoto and Watts disclose each and every limitation as discussed above. 
AAPA, Morimoto and Watts did not disclose a permission condition. 

19. Sugahara discloses an information processing device which is a representative 
information processing device [31] in a plurality of information processing devices in a computer 
system [fig.l], comprising a power permission condition [status information] storage unit [44] 
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for storing a power permission condition of a predetermined current and other information 
processing devices [clients] and does not give the power instruction and the next power data and 
time before a power permission condition is satisfied although the power data and time comes 
[0046; issuance of power instruction at designated time is based on satisfying of conditions]. 

20. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of 
AAP A, Morimoto, Watts and Sugahara before him at the time the invention was made, to modify 
the information processing device taught by AAP A, Morimoto and Watts to include the 
teachings of Sugahara, in order to obtain the claimed information processing device and 
associated method. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make such a 
combination as it provides a way to efficiently control power consumption [Sugahara: 0010]. 

21. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over AAP A, in view 
of Morimoto, and Slaughter et al., US Patent 6014669, hereinafter Slaughter. 

22. AAPA discloses a power supply control method for a plurality of information processing 
devices [e.g., Ill, 121], comprising: 

• Issuing, by one of said information processing devices [1 1 1], a power-up instruction to 
each of the information processing devices upon each activation [pg.7, 11.10-17], 

• Instructing, by said one of said information processing devices, each of the other 
information processing devices to perform a power-down process [pg.7, 11.1-5]. 

23. AAPA did not disclose automatic power control at each of the other information 
processing devices. 
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24. Morimoto discloses a power supply control method in a system [fig. 17] in which a power 
supply control device [e.g., 1 12, 1 14] is provided for each of a plurality of information 
processing devices [e.g., 624, 625] connected to a network, comprising: 

• Notifying, by said one of said information processing devices [600], each of the 
information processing devices of a next power-up data and time [col. 13, 1.62 - col. 14, 
1.22]. 

• Entering said next power-up date and time in each of the other information processing 
devices [col. 13, 1.62 -col. 14, 1.22]. 

• Performing a power-up process of each the other information processing devices when 
the next power-up date and time comes if no further power-up instruction has been 
received from said one of said information processing devices [col. 5, 11.18-24]. 

25. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of 
AAPA, Morimoto and Slaughter before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the 
system taught by AAPA to include the teachings of Morimoto, as the distributed computing 
architecture capable of preventing single point failure [Slaughter: col.l, 11.41-54] is well known 
and suitable for use with AAPA. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
make such a combination as it provides a way to avoid single point failure. 

Response to Arguments 

26. Applicant's arguments filed September 29, 2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

27. Applicant argues that "AAPA cannot be a valid reference under the provisions of 1 02". 
Examiner disagrees as the labeling of figure 2 is clearly an admission that what is pictured is 
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prior art relative to applicant's improvement. Furthermore, "conventional" indicates an accepted 
standard that is already well known by others. 

28. Applicant argues that Morimoto does not teach "notifying each of the other information 
processing devices of a next power-up data and time". Examiner disagrees and submits figure 17 
clearly illustrates the representative information processing device [600] notifying the next 
power-up data and time [1 16] via 107. 

29. Applicant argues that Watts does not teach "having each power supply control device 
enter a next power-up date and time each time a power-down data and time comes". Examiner 
submits that the test for obviousness is not whether the features of a secondary reference may be 
bodily incorporated into the structure of the primary reference; nor is it that the claimed 
invention must be expressly suggested in any one or all of the references. Rather, the test is what 
the combined teachings of the references would have suggested to those of ordinary skill in the 
art. As discussed, Morimoto teaches "notifying each of the other information processing devices 
of a next power-up data and time", but did not discuss the detail of when to enter the information 
of next power-up data and time. However, it is well known in the art that information should be 
saved in nonvolatile memory prior to power down in order to prevent data loss. Nevertheless, 
Examiner still provided Watts to teach entering information when a power-down data and time 
comes. Examiner fails to see why one with ordinary skill in the art would not enter the next 
power-up data and time when a power-down has come so that the information is not lost and the 
system can be powered up correctly and restored safely. 

30. As such, Applicant's arguments are deemed not persuasive and the rejections are 
respectfully maintained. 
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Conclusion 

31. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL, Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tse Chen whose telephone number is (571) 272-3672. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 9AM - 5PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rehana Perveen can be reached on (571) 272-3676. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Tse Chen 
October 19, 2006 




